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1 )KI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 20 March 2008 . 
2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of Claims 

This action is responsive to response to restriction filed on March 20, 2008. Applicant's election 
without traverse of Group I (claims 1-8) is acknowledged. Claims 1-8 are pending examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1 . Claims 1-8 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. Claim 1, for example, recites a "system". Applicants specification 
mentions that the invention can be a software only implementation. Therefore, the scope of the 
"server" encompasses a software only embodiment. Software is not statutory because it is 
simply abstract ideas and is not directed to a process occurring as a result of executing the 
software on an actual physical device. For a claim like this to be statutory, an actual hardware 
device is required. These claims do meet this criterion and are therefore deemed non-statutory. 
See MPEP Chapter 2106.01 Section I 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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3. Claims 1-8 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Boike (US 
Patent No 6,959,439) in view of Applicant Admitted Prior Art (AAPA, Applicants 
"Background" Disclosure of US Patent Publication 2005/0090248). 

4. In reference to claim 1 , Boike teaches a system for using a user-mode module to kernel- 
mode driver interface to send commands to and receive information from a kernel-mode WW AN 
device driver comprising: 

a user-mode entity (column 3 lines 6-7); 

a first set of object identifiers (OIDs) sendable by the user-mode entity, through a user- 
mode module to kernel-mode driver interface, to the WWAN device driver (column 3 lines 6- 
32); and 

a second set of OIDs receivable by the user-mode entity, through a user-mode module to 
kernel-mode driver interface, from the WWAN device driver (column 3 lines 6-32 and column 4 
lines 53-65); 

wherein, after sending an OID from the first set, the user-mode entity is permitted to send 
OIDs to the WWAN device driver through the user-mode module to kernel-mode driver 
interface, prior to receiving a response from the WWAN device driver (column 3 lines 6-32 and 
column 4 lines 53-65 and column 7 lines 30-60). 

Boike fails to explicitly teach WWAN drivers. However, AAPA mentions that WWAN 
(also known as cellular operators) are well known to allow computers to connect via WWAN 
protocols for the provision of efficient data services to the network users (AAPA, ]fs 3-5). It 
would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Boike by implement the 
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NDIS WAN/LAN drivers of Boike as the WWAN drivers of AAPA for the provision of efficient 
data services to the network users. 

5. In reference to claim 2, Boike teaches the system of claim 1 . Boike fails to explicity teach 
wherein the WWAN device driver controls a GSM-based device. However, AAPA teaches that 
GSM is a well known WWAN protocol (AAPA, ^| 3). (See rationale for claim 1) 

6. In reference to claim 3, Boike teaches the system of claim 1 wherein the WWAN device 
driver controls a CDMA-based device. However, AAPA teaches that CDMA is a well known 
WWAN protocol (AAPA, ^ 3). (See rationale for claim 1) 

7. In reference to claim 4, Boike teaches the system of claim 1 wherein the WWAN device 
driver controls a CDMA or GSM-based device. However, AAPA teaches that GSM is a well 
known WWAN protocol (AAPA, 3). (See rationale for claim 1) 

8. In reference to claim 5, Boike teaches the system of claim 1 wherein the second set of 
OIDs comprises OIDs for indicating to the user-mode entity that a WWAN device associated 
with the WWAN device driver has been provisioned by a WWAN service provider. However, 
AAPA teaches WWAN protocol drivers (AAPA, H 3). (See rationale for claim 1) 

9. In reference to claim 6, Boike teaches the system of claim 1 wherein the first and second 
sets of OIDs comprise OIDs for authentication with information from a SIM. However, AAPA 
teaches utilizing SIM (AAPA, ]f 5). (See rationale for claim 1) 

10. In reference to claim 7, Boike teaches the system of claim 1 wherein the first and second 
sets of OIDs comprise OIDs for authentication with a PIN. However, AAPA teaches utilizing 
PIN (AAPA, U 5). (See rationale for claim 1) 
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11. In reference to claim 8, Boike teaches the system of claim 7 wherein the PIN is used in 
conjunction with a voice call. However, AAPA teaches utilizing PIN (AAPA, ]f 5). (See rationale 
for claim 1) 



Conclusion 

12. The above rejections are based upon the broadest reasonable interpretation of the claims. 
Applicant is advised that the specified citations of the relied upon prior art, in the above 
rejections, are only representative of the teachings of the prior art, and that any other supportive 
sections within the entirety of the reference (including any figures, incorporation by references, 
claims and/or priority documents) is implied as being applied to teach the scope of the claims. 

13. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. See attached Form 892. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to RAMY M. OSMAN whose telephone number is (571)272-4008. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571) 272-4001 . The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Ramy M Osman/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2157 

June 9, 2008 



